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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 12-15, 18, 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dykes et al(5,872,915) in view of Scherpbier(6,263,365) further in view of 
Balassanian(6,976,248) . 

3. As per claim 12, Dykes discloses transmitting a program applet with a password 
embedded (see col. 4, lines 65-67, col. 5, lines 1-9, see col. 8, lines 40-67, col. 9, lines 1-6, col. 

1 1, lines 62-67, col. 12, lines 1-10), receiving by the server computer from the program applet at 
the computer, via the a request for information stored in a restricted access storage area of a 
server computer(see col. 5, lines 10-19, see col. 7, lines 26-32, col. 11, lines 62-67, col. 12, lines 
1-10), the embedded password for authentication, authenticating the embedded password by the 
server computer(see col. 8, lines 40-67, col. 9, lines 1-6, see col. 11, lines 62-67, col. 12, lines 1- 
10), whenever the receiving occurs; thereafter transmitting the information from the server 
computer, to the program applet at the client computer(see col. 5, lines 10-27). Dykes is silent 
on invalidating the password by the server computer coincident with an invalidation event. 
However, Scherpbier discloses invalidating the password by the server computer coincident with 
an invalidation event(see col. 4, lines 47-55). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to include invalidating the password by the server computer 
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coincident with an invalidation event of Scherpbier with Dykes, the motivation is that if the 
password is invalid, the flight of Scherpbier is not created(see col. 4, lines 44-55). It would have 
been obvious to combine the Dykes-Scherpbier combination with Blassanian, to include 
transmitting a program applet with a password embedded therewith from a server computer to a 
client computer(see col. 3, lines 55-59, col. 6, lines 42-46, 56-60), the motivation is that by 
having the applet delivered from the applet server computer allows code in intermediate form to 
be verified, optimized, and complied before being transmitted to client computers(see col. 3, 
lines 49-52). 

4. As per claim 27, it is rejected under the same basis as claim 12. Further, claim 27, 
discloses a password generator is inherent in Dykes, because Dykes discloses a password, and 
that the applet transmits the password to the server in order to perform authentication (see col 8, 
lines 40-65). 

5. Same rationale as above(see claim 12). As per claims 13, 28, Scherpbier discloses 
wherein the invalidating includes invalidating the embedded password at a predetermined time. 
The motivation is, time is when the pilot applet(22) of Scherpbier is used to create a flight 
creation, the applet is then authenticated by the server, if the password is invalid, the flight is not 
created(see col. 4, lines 44-55). 

6. Same rationale as above(see claim 12). As per claims 14, 29, Scherpbier discloses 
wherein the invalidating includes invalidating the embedded password after lapse of a 
predetermined time from when the request was received(see col. 4, lines 44-55). It would have 
been obvious to invalidate after a predetermined amount of time has elapsed, because this is a 
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security feature to ensure that passwords are changed and cannot be reused by an unauthorized 
user. 

7. As per claims 15, 30, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it is well-known in the art 
of networking to invalidate a password upon detection of a loss of communication with the 
client; therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include invalidating a password upon detection of a loss of communication with the 
client, the motivation is that the password can be intercepted an used by another client on the 
network, if the password is not invalidated. 

Response to Amendment 

8. The Applicant submitted remarks and claim amendments on 2/13/06; however, the 
remarks submitted by the Applicant on 2/13/06 addressed a 102 rejection on Scherpbier. 
However, the last office action sent out on 9/26/05, was a 103 rejection in which the claims were 
rejected on Scherpbier in view of Dykes. Thus, Examiner assumes that the remarks on 2/13/06 
are incorrect and do not apply to the Office Action sent on 9/26/05. The Applicant has also 
submitted remarks on 12/12/05 in which the Applicant is addressing the 103 reference. The 
Examiner assumes that these remarks and claim amendments submitted on 12/12/05 are correct. 
Thus, the Examiner has responded and addressed the claim amendments from 12/12/05. 

9. The Applicant states that Dykes discloses a program applet is an application that runs on 
a client computer, and the password that is embedded with a program applet is sent from a client 
to a server computer. The Examiner agrees with the Applicant, that this amended feature is not 
disclosed in Dykes et al. Dykes discloses that a program applet is sent from a client to a server 
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computer for authentication. The Examiner has relied upon Balassanian to disclose this 
feature(see above). 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jenise E. Jackson whose telephone number is (571) 272-3791. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th (6:00 a.m. - 3:30 p.m.) alternate Friday's. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on (571) 272-3795. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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